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REMARKS 

Responsive to the Office Action mailed April 19, 2007, Applicants provide the 
following. Claims 1,19, 56, and 66 have been amended without adding new matter. Thirty eight 
claims remain pending in the application: Claims 1-8, 10-23, and 55-70. Reconsideration of 
claims 1-8, 10-23, and 55-70 in view of the amendments above and remarks below is 
respectfully requested. 

By way of this amendment, Applicants have made a diligent effort to place the 
claims in condition for allowance. However, should there remain any outstanding issues, it is 
respectfully requested that the Examiner telephone the undersigned at (858) 552-131 1 so that 
such issues may be resolved as expeditiously as possible. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

1 . Applicants thank the Examiner for considering the references cited by 
Applicants. Applicants notice, however, that the Examiner has not initialed the IDS submitted 
September 25, 2006. Further, Applicants note that another IDS was filed on April 20, 2007, the 
day after the office action was mailed. Attached is a copy of the Electronic Acknowledgement 
Receipts showing confirmation of submission of the Information Disclosure Statements. 

For the convenience of the Examiner, Applicants have attached herewith a copy 
of the IDS(s) filed on September 25, 2006 and April 20, 2007. Applicants respectfully request 
that the Examiner consider the identified references, and initial and sign the IDS(s). 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. §112 

2. Claims 1-8, 10-16, and 62-66 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, 
second paragraph, as failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim that which Applicants 
regard as the invention. Applicants have amended claim 1 to address typographical errors. 

Specifically, the office action asserts that it is unclear whether the recited "client 
device" found in lines 3 and 1 1 are the same. The office action also asserts that it is unclear what 
"the client device" in lines 14-15 referred to in connection to the terms "a client device" that are 
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previously defined. Applicants have amended claim 1 to address the rejection. Namely, claim 1 
is amended to read "delivering HTML content over the network to [[a]] the client device." This 
amendment clarifies the connection of the client device found in line 1 1 to the client device 
found in lines 4, 14, and 15. 

Therefore, Applicants respectfully requests that the rejections of claims 1-8, 10- 
16, and 62-66 under 35 U.S.C. §112 be withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. §102 

3. Claims 1, 10, 13, 14, 56, and 61-66 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 

102(e), as allegedly being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 6,263,505 to Walker et al. Applicants 

respectfully traverse the rejections in that the Walker patent fails to teach all of the elements in at 

least independent claims 1 or amended claim 56. For example, claim 1 recites in part: 

determining whether the media content is enhanced media content; 
identifying a first link to enhanced content when it is determined that the media 

content is enhanced media content; 
identifying a default link when it is determined that the media content is not 

enhanced media content; 
providing access over a network to one of the first link and the second default link; 

The Walker patent fails to teach or suggest at least making a determination whether 
content is enhanced content, identifying a first link or identifying a default link when it is 
determined that the media content is not enhanced media content. 

The office action in rejecting claim 1 asserts that the URL of a web site is 
analogous to the default link as recited by claim 1. However, the URL according to 
Walker is only provided when supplemental content is available from a remote source 
and Walker fails to suggest providing a different default link when the content is not 
enhanced content or when supplemental content is not available. The Walker patent only 
discloses a single URL of a web site server, which can be displayed during the video 
program, when supplemental content is available, where the viewer provides the program 
identification and synchronization information to the web site server (col. 7, lines 39-53). 
Walker does not teach or suggest that the URL of a web site would be displayed if it was 
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determined that the media content was not enhanced media content, and further fails to 
suggest making such a determination. Instead, Walker describes that the URL of a web 
site is only displayed when the media content has associated supplemental information. 
Furthermore, even if Walker displays the URL of a web site, the URL of a web site 
cannot be considered a default link since no determination that the media content is 
enhanced media content occurs before displaying the URL of a website and this is the 
only URL provided. There is no discussion or suggestion in Walker of identifying a 
default link when it is determined that the media content is not enhanced media content. 
Therefore, claim 1 is not anticipated or obvious over the Walker patent. 

Further, Walker does not teach or suggest determining whether the media 
content is enhanced media content. The office action asserts that receiving program 
identification information and synchronization information is applicable to determining 
whether the media content is enhanced media content. Applicants respectfully assert that 
while program identification information is received, there is no determination taught by 
Walker. In addition, Walker does not teach or suggest "identifying a first link." Instead, 
Walker describes program identification information which allows a viewer to know 
which program he or she is viewing. The program identification information of Walker 
allows a viewer to know that supplemental content may be available, but is not a link and 
Walker only describes the single URL. There is no discussion or suggestion in Walker of 
determining whether media content is enhanced media content, identifying a first link 
when it is determined that the media content is enhanced media content, or identifying a 
default link when it is determined that the media content is not enhanced media content. 
Therefore, claim 1 is not anticipated or obvious over the Walker patent. 

Claims 2-8, 10-16, 62- 66 and 68-70 depend from claim 1. Therefore, claims 2-8, 
10-16, 62- 66 and 68-70 are also not anticipated by the Walker patent. 

Regarding at least claim 13, the Walker patent fails to teach or suggest at least 
"HTML content scrolls synchronously with the media content and wherein selecting a portion of 
the HTML content navigates the user to a corresponding location in the media content." In 
rejecting claim 13, the office action suggests that a "viewer may wish to select a particular 
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character within a TV show and receive supplemental scenes and dialogue related to this 
character" (office action, pg. 4, citing Walker, col. 8, lines 25-35). Claim 13, however, does not 
recite selection a portion of the content to access supplemental content, but instead recites in part 
"selecting a portion of the HTML content navigates the user to a corresponding location in the 
media content." Applicants respectfully submit that the Walker patent does not teach or suggest 
"selecting a portion of the HTML content navigates the user to a corresponding location in the 
media content" as recited in claim 13. Instead, Walker only describes selecting a character within 
the media content to access related supplemental content. There is no discussion by Walker that 
selecting a portion of the supplemental content would direct the user to a corresponding location 
in the media content. Therefore claim 13 is not anticipated or obvious by Walker. 

Claim 14 is also not anticipated in that the Walker patent does not teach each 
limitation as recited in claim 14. For example, claim 14 recites, "the HTML content is in the 
form of an HTML page that starts a movie and checks for related Internet sites." There is no 
discussion or suggestion in Walker that an HTML page "starts a movie." Instead, Walker 
discloses that a movie or other media content would already be playing before a viewer may 
receive the program identification information (col. 6, lines 43-53; also FIG. 2). Even if the 
program identification information could be retrieved by the viewer before the movie or other 
media content, Walker does not discuss the program identification information starting the 
movie. Instead, the program identification information would implement access to supplemental 
information, not start a movie. Therefore claim 14 is not anticipated or obvious by Walker. 

Amended independent claim 56 is also not anticipated by the Walker patent. As 
demonstrated above, the Walker patent fails to teach or suggest at least "determining whether the 
media content is enhanced media content" or "identifying a default link when it is determined 
that the media content is not enhanced media content" as recited in claim 56. Therefore, the same 
arguments as presented above are equally applicable to claim 56, and thus, amended claim 56 is 
also not anticipated by Walker. 

Claims 57-61 depend from claim 56. Therefore, claims 57-61 are also not 
anticipated by the Walker patent. 
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Regarding at least claim 63, the Walker patent fails to teach or suggest at least 
"the default link is retrieved from memory of the client device and not accessible from the media 
content and not available from a medium storing the media content." The office action suggests 
that the URL associated with the web page to the web browser to be displayed during the video 
program is analogous to the default link as recited by claim 63. However, claim 63 specifically 
states that the default link is not accessible from the media content and the Walker patent 
specifically describes that the URL of the web site is displayed during the video program. 
Therefore, Walker describes that the URL of the web site is accessible through the media content 
since the URL of the web site is displayed during the video program (col. 7, lines 33-47), and 
thus, claim 63 is not anticipated or obvious by Walker. 

The Walker patent also fails to teach or suggest all of the limitations as recited at 
least in claim 66. For example, claim 66 recites, "the HTML content comprises a media content 
menu that provides navigation through the media content at a finer granularity than the chapters 
within the media content." The Walker patent does not teach or suggest at least HTML content 
that comprises a media content menu that provides navigation through the media content. At 
best, Walker describes selecting a character of the media content to access supplemental 
information (see Walker, col. 8, lines 31-34). Furthermore, Walker does not teach or suggest 
navigation through the media content at a finer granularity than the chapters within the media 
content nor does the rejection presented in the office action address "finer granularity" or the 
"chapters within the media content." Therefore claim 66 is not anticipated or obvious by Walker. 

4. Claims 17, 67, and 19 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e), as being 
anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 6,018,768 to Ullman et al. Applicants respectfully traverse these 
rejections in that the Ullman patent fails to teach all of the elements in at least independent claim 
17. For example, claim 17 recites in part: 
providing a recording medium; 

recording multimedia content onto the recording medium; 

retrieving HTML content from a network; 

integrating the HTML content with the multimedia content; 
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accessing the integrated multimedia content and HTML content, and 

playing the integrated multimedia content and HTML content having been accessed; 

wherein the HTML content is in the form of textual content that scrolls in 

synchronization with the multimedia content as the media content is accessed. 

The Ullman patent fails to teach or suggest at least that HTML content is in the form of textual 
content that scrolls in synchronization with the multimedia content as the media content is 
accessed. Ullman discloses URLs, which correspond to web pages, may be optionally time 
stamped to be displayed on the computer screen when predetermined related video content is 
displayed (col. 8, lines 22-25). The web sites identified by the URLs can then be viewed by a 
user through a Java enabled browser upon direction and command (col. 8, lines 41-50). The web 
sites do not scroll in synchronization with the media content as the media content is being 
accessed since any available additional content will only be displayed "upon direction and 
command" by the Java enabled browser. Furthermore, even if the URLs are time displayed 
corresponding to the video content, the URLs do not synchronously scroll with the video content 
since the URLs are only displayed at a predetermined time and do not scroll, hi addition, the 
control panel, which "provides a list of the URLs that have been broadcast and correspondingly 
received," disclosed by Ullman does not scroll in synchronization with the multimedia content. 
Therefore, Applicants respectfully submit that claim 17 is not anticipated or obvious over the 
Ullman patent. 

Claims 18-23, 55, and 67 depend from claim 17. Therefore, claims 18-23, 55, and 
67 are also not anticipated or obvious by the Ullman patent. 

Regarding at least claim 67, the Ullman patent fails to teach or suggest at least 
"retrieving the HTML content from a network and the integrating the HTML content with the 
multimedia content comprises activating the retrieving and the integrating of the HTML content 
without user interaction." Instead, Ullman describes a system wherein "upon direction and 
command" a JAVA enabled browser retrieves web pages and displays the web pages on the 
video screen (col. 8, lines 41-51). The retrieving and integrating of the HTML content disclosed 
in Ullman is not performed without user interaction. Therefore, claim 67 is not anticipated or 
obvious by Ullman. 
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5. Applicants note that it appears that the rejection to claim 69 under 35 
U.S.C. § 102(e) in light of Ullman et al. was a typographical error, and instead was meant as a 
rejection to claim 19 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) in light of Ullman et al. Therefore, Applicants 
have addressed below claim 19 in view of Ullman. 

Amended claim 19 is also not anticipated by the Ullman patent. Claim 19 recites 

in part: 

identifying a local default home page link to a default home page; 

utilizing the local default link and initially accessing from over the network the default 
home page when the DVD does not contain the initial HTML content, where the local 
default home page link is stored locally on the client device and not available through 
the DVD, and the default home page accessed over the network is used to implement 
the retrieving of the HTML content from the network. 

The Ullman patent fails to teach or suggest at least a "local default link" or a "default home 
page." At most Ullman discloses a control panel that stores previously displayed URLs, which 
would be accessed if the DVD contained HTML content. Further, the control panel would be 
accessible through the DVD since the control panel displays URLs received by a computer from 
either the video content (DVD) or the internet (col. 8, lines 22-40). Therefore, claim 19 is not 
anticipated or obvious by Ullman. 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. $103 

6. Claim 1 1 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a), as being unpatentable 
over U.S. Patent No. 6,263,505 (Walker et al.). The examiner has taken Official Notice that 
overlaying supplemental content onto video program is well known in the art and it would 
therefore be obvious to modify the system of Walker. Applicants respectfully traverse the 
rejection in that it is not well known and not obvious to overlay HTML content onto the media 
content with respect to determining whether the media content is enhanced media content, 
identifying a default link when it is determined that the media content is not enhanced media 
content, delivering HTML content over the network to the client device, and delivering HTML 
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content over the network to the client device, the HTML content being accessible and usable by 
a plurality of client devices as recited. Applicants respectfully request additional supporting 
evidence for the Official Notice regarding claim 1 1 be provided. 

7. Claims 2-8, 16, 57-60 and 68 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 6,263,505 (Walker et al.) in view of U.S. Patent No. 
5,991,798 (Ozaki et al.). Applicants respectfully traverse the rejections in that the combination of 
the Walker and the Ozaki patent fails to teach or make obvious all the limitations set forth by the 
rejected claims. Specifically, Applicants demonstrated above that Walker failed to teach or 
suggest all of the limitations as recited in claims 1 and amended 56, and the Ozaki patent also 
fails to teach at least those limitations demonstrated above as not being taught by Walker. 
Therefore, claims 2-8, 16 57-60 and 68 are also not obvious over the applied combination. 

Further, claim 3 for example recites, "more than one of the plurality of directories 
include additional HTML content." The examiner asserts that while Walker does not explicitly 
teach "more than one of the plurality of directories include HTML content," Ozaki shows a 
structure of a directory having data in a plurality of directories (office action, pg. 8). Applicants 
respectfully disagree in that while Ozaki may disclose directories in an optical device, Ozaki 
does not disclose more than one of the plurality of directories include HTML content. Instead, 
Ozaki teaches a single "HTML information recording region, a file in HTML (Hyper Text 
Markup Language) format which is widely used in the WWW (World Wide Web) of the internet 
(in the diagram, files having an extension of HTM in the <HTML> directory) is recorded" (col. 
2, lines 53-57). In addition, FIGS. 27 and 28 of Ozaki show that the HTML content, files with 
the extension of .HTM, resides in a single directory labeled <HTML> and not within a plurality 
of directories. Therefore, claim 3 is not obvious by Walker in light of Ozaki. 

Claim 4 is also not obvious under Walker in view of Ozaki. The examiner has 
taken Official Notice that language other than HTML script like JavaScript is well known in the 
art. Applicants respectfully disagree that it is well known or obvious for directories, suitable for 
use with a platform of the client device, to contain JavaScript files in media content that is 
enhanced media content in association with at least determining whether content is enhanced 
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content and accessing one of a first link or default link. Applicants respectfully request additional 
supporting evidence for the Official Notice regarding claim 4. 

Regarding claim 68, the combination of Walker and Ozaki fails to teach or make 
obvious all the limitations as recited in claim 68. Specifically, claim 68 reads, "the set of 
platform specific code segments comprise platform specific executable codes that override a 
standard network browser." In addition, as recited by claim 6, "the plurality of directories each 
contains a set of platform specific code segments." Instead, Ozaki describes "an executable 
program for acquiring and reproducing data recorded in the optical disk medium and data 
obtained through the communication medium is recorded in the executable region" (col. 3, lines 
10-14). Further, FIGS. 27 and FIG. 28 show that the executable programs are only found in one 
directory (<PCAP>) instead of a plurality of directories, each contains a set of platform specific 
code segments, wherein the platform specific code segments comprise platform specific 
executable codes. Therefore, claim 68 is not obvious by Walker in light of Ozaki. 

Claim 7 is also not obvious under Walker in view of Ozaki. The examiner has 
taken Official Notice that providing DVD medium containing audiovisual content to be used at 
various systems such as Windows or Macintosh is well known in the art. Applicants respectfully 
disagree and submit that it is not well known or obvious for directories to support hybrid 
Windows/Macintosh disks while preserving resource forks for Macintosh operating systems with 
respect to enhanced media content where the media content is recorded in a plurality of 
directories, the directory being suitable for use with a platform of the client device. Applicants 
respectfully request additional supporting evidence for the Official Notice regarding claim 7. 

Claim 59 recites similar limitations to those of claims 2-3 and 68. As 
demonstrated above, Walker and Ozaki do not teach or make obvious at least "the additional 
HTML content are stored in multiple directories" or "the plurality of directories each contains a 
set of platform specific executable codes." FIG. 27 and FIG. 28 of Ozaki show that HTML 
content and executable program codes are each respectively stored in a single directory, 
<HTML> and <PCAP> respectively. Therefore, claim 59 is not obvious by Walker in light of 
Ozaki. 
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8. Claims 17, 18, 20-23 and 55 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 6,580,870 (Kanazawa et al.) in view of U.S. Patent 
Publication US2002/0059342 (Gupta et al.). Applicants respectfully traverse these rejections in 
that the combination of Kanazawa and Gupta fails to teach or make obvious all the limitations set 
forth in at least independent claim 17. Specifically, claim 17 recites for example "the HTML 
content is in the form of textual content that scrolls in synchronization with the multimedia 
content as the media content is accessed." While the examiner asserts the Kanazawa patent does 
not explicitly disclose "HTML content in the form of textual content that scrolls in 
synchronization," the examiner asserts it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art to modify the system of Kanazawa with Gupta. Applicants respectfully disagree and assert 
that Gupta does not teach or make obvious "the HTML content is in the form of textual content 
that scrolls in synchronization with the multimedia content as the media content is accessed." 
Instead, Gupta discloses "the displayed contents of HTML page window can change in a manner 
which is synchronized with audio and video playback of motion video content and audio content 
of multimedia document" (Gupta, paragraph 30). The HTML page window may change in a 
synchronous manner with the multimedia content, however, there is no indication that Gupta 
teaches or makes obvious that the contents within the HTML page window itself "scrolls in 
synchronization" with the media content. Instead, Gupta only describes changing the content, 
and does not teach or suggest textual content that is scrolled in synchronization with the 
multimedia content. Therefore, claim 17 is not obvious by Kanazawa in view of Gupta. 

Claims 18-23, 55, and 67 depend from claim 17. Therefore, claims 18-23, 55, and 
67 are also not obvious by the Kanazawa patent in light of Gupta. 

Further with regard to at least claim 21, the Kanazawa patent does not teach or 
suggest at least the textual content of the HTML content is a textural script of the DVD content 
and the selection of the textual script navigates the multimedia content to a corresponding 
location in the multimedia content. Therefore, claim 21 is not obvious by Kanazawa in view of 
Gupta. 

9. Claims 69-70 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being allegedly 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 6,263,505 (Walker et al.) in view of U.S. Patent Publication 
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US2002/0059342 (Gupta et al). Applicants respectfully traverse the rejection in that the 
combination of Walker and Gupta fails to teach or make obvious all the limitations set forth in 
claims 69-70. Applicants demonstrated above that Walker failed to teach or suggest all of the 
limitations as recited in at least claim 1, and the Gupta reference also fails to teach at least those 
limitations demonstrated above as not being taught by Walker. Therefore, claims 69 and 70 are 
also not obvious over the applied combination. 

Further, claim 69 reads "the HTML content comprises textual representations of 
at least a portion of the media content such that a selection of a textual representation of a 
corresponding scene in the HTML content causes the client device to playback the corresponding 
scene in the media content." The office action admits that Walker does not teach or suggest 
textual representation of the media content or textual representation of media content that is 
selectable to cause playback of corresponding scene. Instead, the office action relies on Gupta; 
however, Gupta does not teach or suggest at least HTML content that is a textual representation 
of the multimedia content. Therefore, the applied combination fails to teach each limitation as 
recited in claim 69 and thus, claim 69 and 70 are patentable over the applied combination. 



CONCLUSION 

Applicants respectfully submit that the above amendments and remarks place the 
pending claims in a condition for allowance. Therefore, a Notice of Allowance is respectfully 
requested. 

Respectfully submitted, 



Steven M. Freeland 
Reg. No. 42,555 
Attorney for Applicant(s) 



Address all correspondence to: 
FITCH, EVEN, TABIN & FLANNERY 
Thomas F. Lebens 
120 So. LaSalle Street, Ste. 1600 
Chicago, IL 60603 
(858) 552-1311 
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